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INTRODUCTION
The ﬁneleaf fescues comprise 28 species of 
perennial grasses in the genus Festuca. The fescue 
species represented in the United States include 
deeply rooted grasses with both wide and narrow 
leaf types, bunch and spreading plant morphologies, 
and tolerances to a wide variety of environmental 
conditions. Several of these species exhibit desir-
able characteristics for turfgrass use: adaptation 
to cool, humid regions; tolerance to droughty acidic 
soils; excellent wear and shade tolerance; deep, 
erosion-resistant root systems; and rapid recovery 
following mowing.
As a result of concentrated plant breeding efforts 
on Kentucky bluegrass and perennial ryegrass vari-
eties during the past decade, the ﬁneleaf fescues have 
been somewhat overlooked. Thus, the fescues have 
often been relegated to constituting a portion of seed 
mixtures with bluegrass and ryegrasses to extend 
the range of adaptation. Recently, however, breeding 
efforts in the various fescue species have resulted in 
grasses more tolerant of conditions associated with 
amenity turfgrass use. These improvements include 
increased tolerance to shade, improved tolerance to 
lower mowing height, reduced water requirements, 
increased disease tolerance, improved endophyte 
content (improved insect resistance), and improved 
recovery to wear and stress events. 
The 1998 National Turfgrass Evaluation 
Program (NTEP) Fineleaf Fescue Trial evaluated 
79 varieties representing four species: Chewing’s 
fescue, creeping red fescue, hard fescue, sheep fescue 
and blue sheep fescue.
Adaptation and Use
Chewing’s fescues (Festuca rubra L. spp. 
commutata Gaud.) exhibit extraordinary adaptation 
to diverse edaphic and microclimatic conditions. 
Truly tolerant of wet to nearly submerged soils, 
they are best suited to moderately well drained 
soils. Chewing’s fescues are aggressive bunch-type 
grasses, which form a dense matted turf that is 
tolerant of close and frequent mowing. They have 
found extensive use in playing ﬁelds where surface 
smoothness is important: golf fairways, polo ﬁelds, 
cricket pitches, and croquet courts. They are fre-
quently seeded with creeping or colonial bentgrass 
for enhanced wear tolerance, but will often pre-
dominate when so mixed with Kentucky bluegrass 
or perennial ryegrass.
Creeping red fescues (Festuca rubra L. spp. 
rubra) are adapted to well drained, sunny to mod-
erately shaded sites and to droughty, infertile, sodic 
to moderately acidic soils. Both strong (F. rubra L. 
spp. rubra) and slender creeping (F. rubra L. spp. 
trichophylla) are rhizomatous spreading types, 
which are intolerant of seasonally wet conditions 
and to conditions of high fertility or frequent low 
mowing. These grasses are best suited to areas 
of moderate management and moderate expecta-
tions. The creeping fescues are frequently used in 
seed mixtures with Kentucky bluegrass or colonial 
bentgrass in cooler climates and with perennial 
ryegrass in upland climates located in the mid-
Atlantic states.
Hard fescues (Festuca longifolia Thuill) 
are bunch grasses capable of tolerating extreme 
temperature ranges, dry to seasonally moist soils, 
but require moderate fertility to thrive. Although 
extremely tolerant of wear and stress events, once 
injured, however, their relative slow recovery pre-
cludes their use in most sports facilities. They have 
found extensive use in low-maintenance golf roughs, 
playing court surrounds, cemetery swards, and as 
erosion control grasses on slopes and right-of-ways. 
Signiﬁcant improvements in hard fescue breeding 
will further enhance their use in home, commercial, 
and estate lawn turfs.
Sheep fescues (Festuca ovina L.) and blue 
sheep fescues (F. ovina L. ssp. glauca) are best 
adapted to dry and excessively well-drained soils of 
low fertility. They are bunch type grasses with slow 
recovery rates, making them intolerant of frequent 
mowing or wear events. They are, however, useful 
for soil stabilization in both inland and shoreline 
situations. Sheep fescues produce extensive root 
systems and promote long-term soil stabilization in 
areas of both moderate and steep slopes. They often 
constitute 50% or more of wild ﬂower mixtures and 
several varieties have found favor as herbaceous 
garden perennials.
Cultural Requirements of Fescues for  
Use as Turf 
The ﬁneleaf fescues demonstrate an ability to 
perform under a wide range of cultural conditions. 
Tolerance to a wide range of soil fertility and mois-
ture requirements ensures their place as amenity 
turfgrasses. The differences noted in cultural prac-
tices are dependent ﬁrstly upon species and, to date, 
much less upon variety.
Chewing’s fescues require greater inputs of 
supplemental management regimes than any other 
fescue species, and the demands made by these 
grasses rival that of Kentucky bluegrass or peren-
nial ryegrass. Chewing’s fescues require frequent 
mowing (two to three per week) at heights between 
0.65 and 1.75 inches. Annual fertility requirements 
range from 2 to 4 lbs of actual nitrogen per thousand 
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square feet (2–4 lb N/1000 ft2/yr), which needs to 
be accompanied by supplemental irrigation to a 
minimum of 1.5 inches weekly. The sod-forming 
abilities of Chewing’s fescues will result in turfgrass 
densities that may require annual thatch removal 
and aeriﬁcation, but will seldom require overseed-
ing. Chewing’s fescues are strongly aggressive and 
naturally resist weed encroachment unless com-
promised by injuries caused by disease, insects, or 
excessive wear.
Creeping fescues are classiﬁed as either strong 
or slender creepers depending on the frequency and 
length of the rhizomes that arise annually. Generally 
those classiﬁed as strong require 2 to 2.5 lb N/1000 
ft2/yr accompanied by 1.5 inches of water weekly. 
Creeping fescues classiﬁed as slender require 1.0 
to 1.75 lb N/1000 ft2/yr with 1 to 1.5 inches of water 
per week. Both creeping types will require thatch 
removal once every two or three years, aeriﬁca-
tion only as compaction develops, and may require 
overseeding once every three to ﬁve years. They are 
subject to several seasonal diseases and mid-summer 
infestations, which may result in weed encroach-
ment. Strong creeping fescues produce a reason-
able sod and recover well from wear or mechanical 
disturbance; slender creeping fescues do not.
Hard fescues are usually classiﬁed as “low-
maintenance” turfgrasses; however, better turf 
will result from a low to moderate management 
regime. Hard fescues require 1.0 to 2.0 lb N/1000 
ft2/yr accompanied by 0.5 to 1.0 inch of water every 
two weeks. To prevent excessive clumpiness, the 
nitrogen component should be spread evenly over 
the growing season in frequent low-volume appli-
cations. Hard fescues will seldom require thatch 
removal, once every ﬁve years should be sufﬁcient; 
overseeding to assist recovery may be necessary 
annually. Recent improvements in the hard fescues 
have led to grasses capable of forming strong sods 
with good to excellent wear tolerance. Recovery 
from excessive wear or insect or disease stresses 
is limited and unlikely to occur during the heat of 
the summer months. Several hard fescues exhibit 
continued growth well past the onset of severe frost 
and spring growth is excellent.
Sheep and blue sheep fescues rank high 
among the “low-maintenance” grasses. They require 
little supplemental nitrogen, less than 1.0 lb N/1000 
ft2/yr accompanied by less than 1.0 inch of water 
every two weeks. Sheep fescues and especially the 
blue fescues are intolerant of excessive nitrogen 
and will develop extensive weed invasion when 
their fertility needs are exceeded. Sheep fescues 
will seldom, if ever, require thatch removal or 
aeriﬁcation; overseeding may be necessary annually 
to maintain turf cover. The sheep fescues tolerate 
moderate wear, but recover poorly and do not form 
an appropriate sod.
MATERIALS AND METHODS
The 1998 National Turfgrass Evaluation Pro-
gram (NTEP) Fineleaf Fescue Trial was established 
in September of that year at the Turfgrass Research 
Section of the Littleﬁeld Ornamentals Trial Gar-
den on the University of Maine campus. The test 
consisted of 79 varieties replicated three times in 
a randomized complete block design.
The soil, a well drained Marlowe ﬁne sandy 
loam, had an initial pH of 5.5. It was rototilled and 
amended with lime at 60 lb/1000 ft2 and a 10-10-10 
fertilizer at 20 lb/1000 ft2 according to Maine Soil 
Testing Service recommendations. The soil surface 
was hand raked for rock removal and leveled. Seeding 
was facilitated by using a 5- by 3-ft plywood box to 
eliminate wind drift, and the seed was raked in by 
hand. The area was not rolled following seeding.
This study was conducted in a shade-free loca-
tion and consisted of two tests, one with a high-
maintenance fertility program of 0.6 lb N/1000 ft2 
per month of growing season using a commercial 
20-5-15 fertilizer with 50% N as a sulfur-coated urea 
(SCU) slow-release source. The low-maintenance 
test received no additional fertilizer applications 
during the course of the study.
Only the high-maintenance test received supple-
mental moisture to prevent stress during the four-
year test. Water was supplied through an in-ground 
irrigation system controlled by a Toro computer. 
Mowing was initiated in May 1999 using a 
National Triplex 70-inch mower set at a height of 
2.0 inches. The mowing height was increased to 
3.0 inches for October and November to improve 
winter survival. Clippings were not removed from 
either test. 
To prevent cross-plot contamination from 
adjacent plots, the area was neither aeriﬁed nor 
de-thatched during the study. Although each plot 
was outlined using Roundup® each year, some en-
croachment into adjacent plots by more aggressive 
varieties was observed by the end of the study.
No additional wear stress, foot or cart trafﬁc 
was imposed during the study. Pest control efforts 
were kept to a minimum throughout the study, with 
annual herbicide applications made to control broad 
leaf weeds when necessary. 
Visual turf quality, turf density, color, weedi-
ness, and disease ratings were made monthly during 
the growing season. The ranking scale used ranged 
from 1 = no living turf, to 9 = ideal turf. Yearly data 
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were compiled and sent to the NTEP ofﬁce in Belts-
ville, MD, for statistical analyses. These analyses 
have been combined for the four years of the study 
and the means separated and arrayed for each of 
the factors evaluated. 
It is should be noted that the impartial condi-
tions under which this test was conducted may have 
markedly compromised the natural tolerances and 
environmental preferences of some of these grass 
varieties. While the performance of some of these 
varieties may have been limited by the uniform 
conditions imposed in this national trial, the reader 
should be aware that these conditions can and often 
do inﬂuence both grass survival and eventual turf 
success of a particular selection. 
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
High Fertility Maintenance—1999
During the ﬁrst year after establishment, 60 
ﬁneleaf fescue varieties had quality scores of 7.0 or 
above and thus were considered excellent performers 
under central Maine conditions (Table 1). Of these 
varieties with the highest quality ratings, 27 had 
genetic color ratings of 8.0 or above. Although ﬁne 
fescues normally provide their best turf during the 
cool temperatures of spring and fall, no differences 
were noted in quality ratings between the top-ranked 
varieties. It is also noteworthy that 12 of these 60 
varieties had genetic color ratings over 8.0, indicat-
ing they possessed a desirable dark green color. It 
should be noted that all varieties with color rating 
of 7.7 or above were not different statistically.
There were no signiﬁcant differences in pink 
snow mold symptoms between varieties evaluated 
and those observed were considered mild. ASC 172 
and Sandpiper were the only ones to be adversely 
affected and thus have ratings less than 6.0. Brown 
patch symptoms were also not particularly severe 
during this growing season, with only 11 varieties 
showing disease symptoms more severe than the 
others. These varieties that were most severely 
affected by brown patch include ISI FRR 5, ASR 
049, Sandpiper, ASC 082, Pathﬁnder, Osprey, SRX 
52LAV, Dawson E+, Boreal, SR 6000 and Common 
Creeping Red Fescue.
Low Fertility Maintenance—1999
Under the low fertility regimen, 51 varieties 
had quality ratings of 7.0 or higher (Table 2). How-
ever, it should be noted that the top 37 varieties, 
or those with quality ratings of 7.2 or above, were 
not statistically different. The genetic color ratings 
revealed that only three varieties, Salsa, Boreal, 
and Common Creeping Red Fescue, had colors less 
than 7.0 and thus were not as dark a green as all 
other varieties. What is noteworthy is that seven of 
the 10 top-rated varieties had color ratings of 8.0 or 
higher. It is well known that ﬁne fescues are mem-
bers of a genus that requires less nitrogen fertility 
than other cool season turfgrasses. It is remarkable, 
however, that so many of the varieties in this trial 
performed well this ﬁrst growing season without 
the beneﬁt of the irrigation or monthly fertilizer 
application that were received by those in the high 
fertility test reported above.
Only Banner III, MB-82, and ASC 172 displayed 
symptoms of pink snow mold, differing from the 
other varieties early in the growing season. As the 
season progressed, these disease symptoms were 
no longer observed. In the case of leaf spot, only 
the variety ASC 172 demonstrated symptoms that 
differed from all other varieties. For brown patch, 
there were only seven varieties of the total that 
had symptoms worse than the general population. 
These included Shadow II, SRX 52LAV, BAR SCF 
8 FUS3, Boreal, Common Creeping Red Fescue, 
Dawson E+, and SR 6000. Since there were 10 
varieties with brown patch ratings of 7.0 or above, 
there are several choices for varieties upon which 
this disease has minimum impact.
High Fertility Maintenance—2000
Although quality ratings were not as high as 
noted the previous year, 16 varieties exhibited high 
quality scores in 2000 attaining values of 7.0 and 
above (Table 3). Of these highly rated varieties, 
ABT-CR-3, Intrigue, Longfellow II, Banner III, Flo-
rentine, and Shadow II had scored well the previous 
year. It should be noted, however, that statistically, 
none of the varieties with qualities rating of 6.4 or 
above were different. Evaluation of varietal reaction 
to brown patch revealed that of the 41 top-ranked 
varieties that did not differ in quality, only PST-
47TCR, SR 5100, Bridgeport, and ABT-HF-2 showed 
a signiﬁcant negative response to this disease. Of 
the 41 top-ranked varieties, only two had signiﬁcant 
annual bluegrass infestations.
Low Fertility Maintenance—2000
Eighteen varieties in this portion of the test 
had quality scores of 7.0 or above (Table 4). None 
of the varieties with quality scores of 5.8 and above 
were different statistically, however. The fact that 
a higher percentage of varieties grown under low 
fertility had high quality scores than those main-
tained under high fertility, gives credence to the fact 
that ﬁne fescues do not require the high nitrogen 
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Table 1.  Turfgrass quality, genetic color, and disease ratings for fineleaf fescue varieties maintained using high 
fertility inputs and evaluated monthly during the 1999 growing season. 
Variety Quality1 Genetic Color2 Pink Snow Mold3 Brown Patch4
ISI FL 11 7.9 8.3 6.7 7.3
Longfellow II 7.9 8.0 7.3 7.0
PICK FRC 4-92 7.8 8.3 7.3 7.0
ABT-CHW-2 7.8 8.0 8.0 6.7
4001 7.7 7.3 7.7 7.3
ABT-CR-3 7.7 7.7 6.7 7.3
Banner III 7.7 8.0 8.3 7.7
ISI FL 12 7.7 8.0 7.7 7.0
MB-82 7.7 7.7 6.3 6.7
Reliant II 7.7 7.7 7.3 8.3
ABT-CHW-3 7.6 8.3 7.7 7.7
Intrigue 7.6 8.3 6.7 6.7
MB-63 7.6 7.7 7.3 5.7
ABT-HF1 7.5 7.7 8.0 7.3
ABT-HF-2 7.4 7.3 8.3 8.3
AHF 008 7.4 8.0 6.3 8.7
Ambassador 7.4 8.3 8.0 7.0
BAR CHF 8 FUS2 7.4 8.0 6.7 6.0 
BAR HF 8 FUS 7.4 8.0 7.0 7.3
Florentine 7.4 7.3 7.7 7.7
Magic 7.4 8.3 7.0 6.7
Nordic (e) 7.4 7.7 8.3 7.0
Oxford 7.4 7.7 7.7 7.0
PST-4MB 7.4 8.3 6.7 7.7
Shadow II 7.4 7.7 7.7 7.7
Tiffany 7.4 7.0 7.7 6.7 
Treazure (e) 7.4 7.0 7.3 6.0
ABT-CHW-1 7.3 8.3 7.3 6.3
ABT-CR-2 7.3 8.0 6.7 6.0
ABT-HF-4 7.3 8.0 8.0 8.7
AHF 009 7.3 7.7 6.0 7.3
ISI FRR 7 7.3 7.7 7.7 6.3 
PICK FRC A-93 7.3 8.0 8.7 5.0
PST-4FR 7.3 7.0 6.7 6.3
Scaldis 7.3 8.0 8.0 7.0
ABT-HF-3 7.2 8.3 8.7 7.0
ASC 172 7.2 8.7 5.0 6.0
BAR CF 8 FUS1 7.2 7.7 6.3 7.0
Brittany 7.2 8.0 7.7 6.7
Jasper Ii 7.2 7.7 7.3 6.3
Minotaur 7.2 7.7 8.3 7.0
PST-47TCR 7.2 7.7 7.3 5.7
PST-4HM 7.2 7.7 5.3 7.3
Rescue 911 7.2 8.3 7.0 6.0
SRX 52961 7.2 7.0 8.0 5.3
ACF 083 7.1 8.0 7.7 5.7
BAR SCF 8 FUS3 7.1 8.3 7.3 5.7
Culombra 7.1 8.0 8.3 6.0
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Variety Quality1 Genetic Color2 Pink Snow Mold3 Brown Patch4
DGSC 94 7.1 6.7 8.7 6.7
Discovery 7.1 7.0 7.7 6.7
Heron 7.1 7.0 8.0 6.3
ISI FRR 5 7.1 7.7 7.0 4.0
Jamestown II 7.1 7.7 8.0 5.3
PST-EFL 7.1 7.3 8.3 6.7
Shademaster II 7.1 7.7 7.7 7.3
SR 5100 7.1 8.3 7.7 5.3
ACF 092 7.0 6.7 8.3 5.3
ASR 049 7.0 7.7 9.0 5.0
Attila E 7.0 7.3 7.0 7.7
SRX 3961 7.0 6.7 7.7 6.7
Defiant 6.9 7.7 7.3 6.0
PICK FF A-97 6.9 8.0 8.0 6.7
Quatro 6.9 7.0 6.0 5.0
Sandpiper 6.9 7.3 5.7 4.3
SR 3200 6.9 8.7 8.0 6.7
ASC 082 6.8 6.7 6.0 5.0
ASC 087 6.8 7.0 7.0 5.3
Bridgeport 6.8 7.0 7.3 5.3
Pathfinder 6.8 7.3 8.3 5.0
Seabreeze 6.8 7.3 8.0 6.3
Salsa 6.7 5.3 8.0 6.0
Bighorn 6.6 8.7 7.7 7.0
Osprey 6.6 7.3 7.0 5.0 
Shademark 6.6 6.7 6.7 5.3
SRX 52LAV 6.6 7.3 7.0 4.0
DawsonE+ 6.3 7.0 7.0 3.0
Boreal 6.2 5.3 7.7 3.7
Com. Creep. Red 5.7 5.0 7.7 3.3
SR 6000 4.5 6.3 8.0 3.0
1Varieties with quality ratings of 7.0 and higher were not significantly different.
2Varieties with color ratings of 7.7 and higher were not significantly different.
3No significant differences. Disease ratings for this table and all subsequent tables were as follows: 1 = dead to 9 = healthy. 
4Only varieties with disease ratings of 5.0 or less were significantly different from the rest.
Table 1.  Continued. 
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Table 2.  Turfgrass quality, genetic color, and disease ratings for fineleaf fescue varieties maintained using low 
fertility inputs and evaluated monthly during the 1999 growing season. 
Variety Quality1 Genetic Color2 Pink Snow Mold3 Leaf Spot4 Brown Patch5
4001 8.0  8.0 7.7 8.7 8.0
ABT-CHW-3 7.8  8.3  7.3 9.0 6.7
Oxford 7.7  8.7  7.0 8.0 7.3
PST-4FR 7.7  8.3  7.0 7.7 7.3
Longfellow II 7.6  7.3  6.3 7.3 7.7
PST-4MB 7.6  8.7  7.3  8.3 5.7
ISI FL 12 7.5  7.3  7.7  8.7 8.0
PICK FF A-97 7.5  7.7  7.3  6.7 8.0
ABT-CHW-1 7.4  8.0  7.7  7.7 6.7
Ambassador 7.4  8.3  7.0  9.0 7.0
Banner III 7.4  7.7  5.3  9.0 5.0
BAR CF 8 FUS1 7.4  7.3  7.7  6.7 5.7
BAR CHF 8 FUS2 7.4  8.0  8.0  9.0 6.3
Florentine 7.4  7.3  7.0  8.0 6.7
Heron 7.4  7.3  7.0  7.3 5.7
PICK FRC A-93 7.4  8.0  7.7  8.7 6.7
ABT-CR-3 7.3  8.0  8.0  6.0 5.0
AHF 009 7.3  7.7  7.0  8.0 7.3
Brittany 7.3  8.3  8.3  7.0 7.0
Culombra 7.3  8.3  6.3  9.0 6.7
Minotaur 7.3  8.0  8.0  5.7 7.3
Pathfinder 7.3  7.7  7.3  6.7 5.3
PST-47TCR 7.3  7.7  6.3  7.3 6.0
SRX 52961 7.3  7.7  7.3  7.3 6.7
ABT-HF-2 7.2  7.7  8.3  8.3 5.3
ABT-HF-3 7.2  7.3  9.0  6.3 6.3
ABT-HF1 7.2  7.0  8.3  8.7 7.3
ACF 083 7.2  7.7  8.3  8.7 6.0
Intrigue 7.2  8.0  7.0  8.7 5.7
ISI FL 11 7.2 7.3  7.7  5.7 7.3
ISI FRR 7 7.2  7.7  7.0  7.3 5.7 
Jasper II 7.2  7.2  6.3  8.0 6.0
Magic 7.2  7.7  7.3  9.0 6.0
Nordic (E) 7.2  7.3  6.7  8.3 6.3
PICK FRC 4-92 7.2  8.0  7.3  9.0 5.7
PST-EFL 7.2  7.3  7.0  6.0 5.0
SRX 3961 7.2  8.0  8.0  7.0 6.3
ABT-HF-4 7.1  7.3  8.7  8.7 5.0
BAR HF 8 FUS 7.1  7.7  8.0  8.7 6.7
ISI FRR 5 7.1 7.7 7.3  9.0 6.0
PST-4HM 7.1 8.0 7.3  7.0 6.3
Reliant II 7.1 7.7 6.7  7.3 6.3
Salsa 7.1 6.3 8.3  8.0 6.3
Scaldis 7.1 7.7 7.0  8.7 5.0
Shademaster II 7.1 8.0 8.3  6.0 5.3
Tiffany 7.1 8.0 7.3  9.0 5.3 
Attila E 7.0 7.7 7.3  7.0 6.7
Bighorn 7.0 8.3 8.3  5.7 6.3
Bridgeport 7.0 7.7 8.0  8.7 5.3
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Variety Quality1 Genetic Color2 Pink Snow Mold3 Leaf Spot4 Brown Patch5
MB-82 7.0 7.7 5.7  8.7 6.7
Treazure (e) 7.0 7.0 7.3  8.7 6.0
ABT-CHW-2 6.9 8.0 6.7  8.0 4.3
ASC 087 6.9 7.7 8.0  7.3 5.3
Defiant 6.9 7.3 8.0  8.7 6.0
DGSC 94 6.9 7.7 8.3  7.3 6.7
Discovery 6.9 7.3 7.3  8.0 5.7
Jamestown II 6.9 7.7 8.3  9.0 4.0
MB-63 6.9 7.7 8.3 7.3 4.3
SR 5100 6.9 8.0 8.7 9.0 4.7
ABT-CR-2 6.8 8.3 6.7 6.0 4.7
ACF 092 6.8 7.3 7.7 8.7 5.0
AHF 008 6.8 8.0 7.0 7.3 6.7
ASC 082 6.8 7.7 6.7 4.3 5.3
Sandpiper 6.8 7.3 8.0 9.0 4.3
Rescue 911 6.7 8.0 8.0 7.3 6.0
Quatro 6.6 8.0 8.0 7.3 4.7
Seabreeze 6.6 7.3 8.7 9.0 6.0
Shadow II 6.6 8.0 7.0 8.7 3.0
SR 3200 6.6 8.0 8.0 8.7 4.3
SRX 52LAV 6.5 7.7 6.7 5.7 3.7
Osprey 6.4 7.7 7.0 9.0 5.0 
Shademark 6.4 7.3 8.3 4.7 5.3
ASC 172 6.2 8.3 5.7 3.0 4.7
ASR 049 6.2 8.0 6.7 8.0 4.0
BAR SCF 8 FUS3 6.2 7.3 7.0 9.0 3.3
Boreal 5.8 6.3 6.3 4.3 3.7
Com. Creep. Red 5.8 6.7 8.0 5.0 2.7
DawsonE+ 5.7 7.3 8.0 5.3 2.3
SR 6000 4.6 7.0 8.3 4.0 3.0
1Varieties with quality ratings of 7.2 or higher were not significantly different.
2Only varieties with color ratings of 7.0 or less differed from the others.
3Disease ratings for this table and all subsequent tables were as follows: 1 = dead to 9 = healthy. Only varieties with snow mold 
ratings of 5.7 or less differed from the others.
4 Only ASC 172 differed from all the others in the leaf spot rating.
5 Those varieties with brown patch ratings of less than 4.0 differed from the others.
Table 2.  Continued. 
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Table 3.  Turfgrass quality, disease rating, and 
incidence of annual bluegrass for fineleaf 
fescue varieties using high fertility inputs and 
evaluated monthly during the 2000 growing 
season.
Variety Quality1
Brown  
Patch2 
Poa  
annua3
ABT-CR-3 7.5 6.7 13.3
Intrigue 7.5 7.0 16.7
Longfellow II 7.4 6.7 20.0
Banner III 7.3 6.7 10.0
Florentine 7.3 5.0 20.0
Shadow II 7.3 7.3 16.7
Ambassador 7.2 8.3 13.3
ISI FRR 7 7.2 7.0 20.0
Jasper II 7.2 6.7 10.0
PICK FRC 4-92 7.2 5.0 10.0
ABT-CHW-2 7.1 5.0 16.7
ABT-CHW-3 7.1 5.3 13.3
BAR CHF 8 FUS2 7.0 4.7 13.3
ISI FRR 5 7.0 6.0 10.0
ABT-CR-2 6.9 5.7 20.0
PICK FRC A-93 6.9 5.0 20.0
SRX 52961 6.9 6.3 10.0
Jamestown II 6.8 5.7 10.0
Magic 6.8 5.7 13.3
MB-63 6.8 5.3 13.3
PST-47TCR 6.8 4.3 13.3
Culombra 6.7 5.7 13.3
DGSC 94 6.7 5.7 13.3
PST-EFL 6.7 6.0 10.0
SR 5100 6.7 4.7 13.3
Tiffany 6.7 6.3 13.3
ABT-CHW-1 6.6 5.3 13.3
ACF 083 6.6 5.3 13.3
BAR SCF 8 FUS3 6.6 5.3 20.0
ISI FL 11 6.6 5.0 26.7
ISI FL 12 6.6 5.0 20.0
PST-4MB 6.6 6.0 23.3
Treazure (E) 6.6 7.3 20.0
BAR CF 8 FUS1 6.5 5.7 10.0
Bridgeport 6.5 3.7 10.0
ABT-HF-2 6.4 4.3 23.3
ACF 092 6.4 5.3 20.0
PST-4FR 6.4 6.7 26.7
Reliant II 6.4 5.0 23.3
Sandpiper 6.4 6.3 23.3
Seabreeze 6.4 5.7 20.0
Stonehenge 6.3 4.7 30.0
4001 6.2 5.3 30.0
Brittany 6.2 4.7 13.3
Oxford 6.2 5.3 26.7
Variety Quality1
Brown  
Patch2 
Poa  
annua3
Pathfinder 6.2 6.0 26.7
ABT-HF-4 6.1 5.7 36.7
ASC 172 6.1 4.0 20.0
Discovery 6.1 4.3 40.0
Scaldis II 6.1 6.7 30.0
Shademark 6.1  5.7 23.3
Shademaster II 6.1  5.0 13.3
ABT-HF1 5.9 4.3 23.3
ASC 082 5.9 5.0 33.3
BAR HF 8 FUS 5.9  3.7 10.0
Com.Creep. Red 5.9  2.7 33.3
Defiant 5.9 4.7 36.7
MB-82 5.9 4.7 13.3
Nordic (E) 5.9 5.0 40.0
Osprey 5.9 5.0 50.0
Salsa 5.9 5.3 13.3
Scaldis 5.9 4.3 26.7
ASR 049 5.8 5.0 26.7
Dawson E+ 5.8 4.0 23.3
Heron 5.8 4.7 40.0
PST-4HM 5.8 4.3 33.3
Quatro 5.8 6.3 40.0
SRX 52LAV 5.7 5.0 23.3
ASC 087 5.6 6.0 33.3
Attila E 5.6 6.0 50.0
Boreal 5.6 3.0 33.3
Minotaur 5.4 6.7 56.7
SRX 3961 5.4 4.3 30.0
ABT-HF-3 5.3 5.7 43.3
SR 3200 5.3 5.7 50.0
Bighorn 5.2 5.3 40.0
Rescue 911 5.2 5.7 60.0
PICK FF A-97 5.1 5.0 55.3
SR 6000 4.6 4.0 53.3
1Varieties with quality ratings of 6.4 or above were not significantly 
different.
2Varieties with disease ratings of 5.0 or above were not significantly 
different.
3Varieties with infestations of Poa annua of 26.7% or higher were not 
significantly different.
Table 3.  Continued.
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Table 4.  Turfgrass quality ratings for fineleaf fescue varieties using low fertility inputs and evaluated monthly during 
the 2000 growing season.
Variety Quality1 Red Thread2 Brown Patch3 Pink Snow Mold4
Ambassador 7.4 8.7 4.4 8.3
PST-4FR 7.4 7.7 6.3 8.3
SRX 52961 7.4 8.7 7.0 8.7
Longfellow II 7.3 8.0 7.0 8.3
ABT-CHW-1 7.2 8.3 4.7 8.3
ABT-CHW-3 7.2 7.3 6.0 9.0
PICK FRC 4-92 7.2 8.0 4.3 8.7
4001 7.1 8.7 5.0 7.7
ABT-CR-2 7.1 7.7 6.3 8.3
BAR CF 8 FUS1 7.1 8.0 6.7 8.0
Culombra 7.1 8.0 4.4 8.7
Florentine 7.1 9.0 4.7 8.0
Intrigue 7.1 7.0 5.7 8.3
ISI FRR 7 7.1 8.3 6.0 8.3
PICK FRC A-93 7.1 7.0 5.7 8.0
Treazure (E) 7.1 9.0 4.3 8.3
ABT-CHW-2 7.0 8.0 5.0 7.3
Salsa 7.0 7.7 6.3 7.0
Pathfinder 6.9 8.7 5.0 8.7
ABT-CR-3 6.8 7.3 5.7 8.7
Banner III 6.8 8.0 5.0 9.0
Oxford 6.8 8.0 5.7 6.7
PST-47TCR 6.8 8.7 5.0 8.0
PST-4MB 6.8 8.0 6.3 6.0
SR 5100 6.8 7.7 5.0 7.7
ABT-HF-4 6.7 8.7 4.7 6.0
ABT-HF1 6.7 9.0 5.7 7.0
BAR CHF 8 FUS2 6.7 8.0 5.3 6.7
Bridgeport 6.7 9.0 4.7 7.7
Defiant 6.7 8.7 5.7 6.0
ISI FRR 5 6.7 8.7 5.3 8.0
Jamestown II 6.7 8.0 3.0 7.7
MB-63 6.7 7.7 5.0 7.7
Minotaur 6.7 9.0 5.0 7.0
Seabreeze 6.7 8.3 4.7 5.7
ABT-HF-2 6.6 8.7 5.7 7.0
ASR 049 6.6 8.7 5.0 5.7
Attila E 6.6 8.7 4.7 5.7
Brittany 6.6 9.0 5.0 8.7
DGSC 94 6.6 8.3 3.3 8.0
Osprey 6.6 8.7 4.0 6.0
ACF 092 6.5 7.0 2.7 6.3
ASC 172 6.5 8.7 5.3 6.7
ISI FL 12 6.5 8.0 5.0 6.0
Magic 6.5 7.3 4.7 8.7
Reliant II 6.5 8.7 5.3 6.0
Shademaster II 6.5 8.7 5.7 6.7
Stonehenge 6.5 8.0 4.3 5.0
Shadow II 6.4 8.0 4.3 7.0
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Variety Quality1 Red Thread2 Brown Patch3 Pink Snow Mold4
SRX 3961 6.4 8.7 5.7 7.0
Tiffany 6.4 8.7 4.0 8.0
Bighorn 6.3 8.7 6.3 6.3
Heron 6.3 8.3 6.0 8.3
ISI FL 11 6.3 8.7 5.3 5.7
Jasper II 6.3 8.3 5.3 7.7
PICK FF A-97 6.3 8.7 4.7 5.7
PST-EFL 6.3 8.3 3.7 7.0
Sandpiper 6.3 8.3 4.7 6.7
Shademark 6.3 7.3 4.7 5.3
SR 3200 6.3 8.7 6.7 6.3
ACF 083 6.2 8.3 2.0 7.0
ASC 082 6.2 8.0 2.0 6.7
ASC 087 6.2 6.7 5.0 7.7
BAR SCF 8 FUS3 6.2 9.0 5.3 6.0
Discovery 6.2 9.0 5.7 5.7
MB-82 6.2 7.3 4.3 4.3
PST-4HM 6.2 8.3 5.7 8.0
ABT-HF-3 6.1 9.0 6.0 6.0
BAR HF 8 FUS 6.1 9.0 5.0 7.0
Nordic (E) 6.1 8.0 3.7 6.0
Rescue 911 6.1 9.0 5.3 6.7
Quatro 6.0 9.0 5.7 5.7
Scaldis II 6.0 8.0 4.0 6.0
SRX 52LAV 5.9 8.0 5.0 6.3
Scaldis 5.8 8.7 5.0 7.0
Boreal 5.6 7.3 4.7 6.0
Dawson E+ 5.5 9.0 4.0 5.7
Com.Creep. Red 5.4 7.3 2.7 6.3
SR 6000 4.5 7.7 3.7 2.7
1Varieties with quality ratings of 5.8 or higher were not significantly different.
 2Varieties did not differ in their display of red thread symptoms.
3Varieties with brown patch ratings of 2.7 or higher were not significantly different.
4Varieties with pink snow mold ratings of 6.3 or higher were not significantly different.
Table 4.  Continued.
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regimes necessary for cool-season turf grasses, such 
as Kentucky bluegrass. Red thread was observed and 
evaluated during the growing season, but had no 
signiﬁcant effect on ﬁne fescue growth under these 
conditions. Brown patch evaluation revealed that 
this disease was only an issue for two varieties (ACF 
083 and ASC 082) and did not negatively affect the 
other varieties tested. Pink snow mold negatively 
affected 21 of the varieties evaluated and affected 
them only early in the growing season. Since this 
disease did not seriously compromise the quality of 
the majority of the fescue varieties evaluated, the 
reader has many varietal choices.
High Fertility Maintenance—2001
Twenty-four of the top-rated varieties had 
quality ratings of 7.0 or above for the 2001 growing 
season (Table 5). It should be noted, however, that 
all varieties with quality ratings of 6.3 or above were 
not considered to be statistically different. With the 
ﬁve top-ranked varieties providing scores of 7.5 and 
above, there seems to be plenty of choices for the 
potential turf grower.
Low Fertility Maintenance—2001
Under the low fertility maintenance regimen, 
13 varieties were rated as having quality values of 
7.0 or above, although there was no difference sta-
tistically in quality for any of the 48 varieties with 
ratings of 6.3 or above (Table 6). What is remarkable 
is that these plots had not received any supplemen-
tal fertility nor water since they were established 
in the fall of 1998. When pink snow mold readings 
were taken early in the season, only a few of these 
48 top-ranked varieties were adversely affected 
by this organism. These included PST-4MB, ABT-
HF-4, Quatro, Deﬁant, PICK FF A-97, and Nordic 
(E). Since the preceding quality scores for these 
varieties are means for the year, it puts them in the 
high category statistically. This would indicate that 
while pink snow mold was troublesome early in the 
growing season, their quality improved as the season 
progressed. Thus, their vigor was not diminished 
nor their quality negatively affected.
High Fertility Maintenance—2002
During the 2002 growing season, a number of 
these ﬁne fescue varieties showed excellent quality 
ratings. For example, the 10 top-rated selections 
were scored at 8.0 and above (Table 7). As previously 
noted, however, all varieties with quality scores of 7.1 
and above were not considered statistically different. 
This amounted to a total of 46 varieties, which is 
considered exceptional. Consistent with these high 
Table 5.  Turfgrass quality ratings for fineleaf fescue 
varieties using high fertility inputs and 
evaluated monthly during the 2001 growing 
season.
Variety  Quality1
Florentine 7.8
ABT-CR-3 7.7
Intrigue 7.7
Longfellow II 7.5
Shadow II 7.5
ABT-CHW-3 7.4
Ambassador 7.4
Magic 7.4
PST-47TCR 7.4 
SR 5100 7.4 
ABT-CHW-2 7.3
Jasper II 7.3
Navigator 7.3
PST-EFL 7.3
SRX 52961 7.3
ABT-CR-2 7.2
Banner III 7.2
BAR CHF 8 FUS2 7.2
Cindy Lou 7.2
DGSC 94 7.2
Silhouette 7.2
ABT-CHW-1 7.1
Seabreeze 7.1
Jamestown II 7.0
ACF 083 6.9
Eureka II 6.9
PICK FRC A-93 6.9
Tiffany 6.9
ABT-HF-2 6.8
BAR CF 8 FUS1 6.8
Bridgeport 6.8
MB-63 6.8
Treazure (E) 6.8
4001 6.7
Culombra 6.7
Dawson E+ 6.7
PST-4MB 6.7
ABT-HF1 6.6
ASC 172 6.6
BAR SCF 8 FUS3 6.6
MB-82 6.6
Reliant II 6.6
Salsa 6.6
Shademaster II 6.6
SR 5210 6.6
Wrigley 6.6
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Variety  Quality1
Heron 6.5
Pathfinder 6.5
Quatro 6.5
Boreal 6.4
Com.Creeping Red 6.4
Discovery 6.4
Scaldis 6.4
Shademark 6.4
Stonehenge 6.4
Brittany 6.3
Chariot 6.3
Hardtop 6.3
Osprey 6.3
PST-4FR 6.3
ASC 082 6.2
Minotaur 6.2
Rose 6.2
Sandpiper 6.2
Scaldis II 6.2
Attila E 6.1
Rescue 6.1
SRX 3961 6.1
Defiant 6.0
ABT-HF-4 5.9
Nordic (E) 5.9
SR 3200 5.9
ASR 049 5.8
Oxford 5.8
PICK FF A-97 5.8
ABT-HF-3 5.7
Bighorn 5.6
PST-4HM 5.5
SR 6000 4.8
1 Varieties with quality ratings of 6.3 or higher were not significantly 
different.
Table 5.  Continued. Table 6.  Turfgrass quality ratings for fineleaf fescue 
varieties using low fertility inputs and 
evaluated monthly during the 2001 growing 
season.
Variety Quality1
Pink  
Snow Mold2
ABT-CHW-3 7.9 9.0
ABT-CHW-1 7.3 8.3
PST-4MB 7.3 6.0
SRX 52961 7.3 8.7
4001 7.2 7.7
Culombra 7.2 8.7
ACF 083 7.1 7.0
BAR CHF 8 FUS2 7.1 6.7
Cindy Lou 7.1 8.3
Intrigue 7.1 8.3
ABT-CHW-2 7.0 7.3
Longfellow II 7.0 8.3
SR 5100 7.0 7.7 
ABT-HF-4 6.9 6.0
PST-4FR 6.9 8.3
ABT-CR-2 6.8 8.3
ABT-CR-3 6.8 8.7
Ambassador 6.8 8.3
Florentine 6.8 8.0
Minotaur 6.8 7.0
Navigator 6.8 8.0
Oxford 6.8 6.7
ABT-HF-2 6.7 7.0
BAR CF 8 FUS1 6.7 8.0
Bighorn 6.7 6.3
Pathfinder 6.7 8.7
PICK FRC A-93 6.7 8.0
Salsa 6.7 7.0
Treazure (E) 6.7 8.3
Banner III 6.6 9.0
Heron 6.6 8.3
MB-63 6.6 7.7
Quatro 6.6 5.7
SRX 3961 6.6 7.0
Magic 6.5 8.7
Defiant 6.4 6.0
Jamestown II 6.4 7.7
PICK FF A-97 6.4 5.7
Rose 6.4 7.7
Seabreeze 6.4 5.7
Wrigley 6.4 6.3
ABT-HF1 6.3 7.0
Brittany 6.3 8.7
Jasper II 6.3 7.7
Nordic (E) 6.3 6.0
Shadow II 6.3 7.0
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Variety Quality1
Pink  
Snow Mold2
Silhouette 6.3 8.7
Tiffany 6.3 8.0
Attila E 6.2 5.7
Eureka II 6.2 5.7
Osprey 6.2 6.0
PST-4HM 6.2 8.0
Stonehenge 6.2 5.0
ABT-HF-3 6.1 6.0
ASC 082 6.1 6.7
MB-82 6.1 4.3
Reliant II 6.1 6.0
Shademaster II 6.1 6.7
SR 5210 6.1 6.3
Bridgeport 6.0 7.7
Shademark 6.0 5.3
ASR 049 5.9 5.7
DGSC 94 5.9 8.0
Discovery 5.9 5.7
SR 3200 5.9 6.3
PST-47TCR 5.8 8.0 
Sandpiper 5.8 6.7
Scaldis II 5.8 6.0
Chariot 5.7 6.0
Scaldis 5.6 7.0
SR 6000 5.6 2.7
ASC 172 5.5 6.7
BAR SCF 8 FUS3 5.5 6.0
Hardtop 5.5 7.0
Dawson E+ 5.4 5.7
PST-EFL 5.4 7.0
Rescue 911 5.4 6.7
Boreal 5.2 6.0
Com.Creeping Red  5.1 6.3
1Varieties with quality ratings of 6.3 or higher were not significantly 
different.
2Varieties with snow mold symptom ratings of 6.3 or higher were not 
significantly different.
Table 6.  Continued. Table 7.  Turf quality ratings and summer patch 
evaluations for fineleaf fescue varieties 
maintained using high fertility inputs and 
evaluated monthly during the 2002 growing 
season. 
 Variety Quality1 Summer Patch2
SRX 52961 8.6 9.0
ABT-CR-3 8.3 8.7
Florentine 8.3 7.7
Navigator 8.3 9.0
Cindy Lou 8.2 9.0
Jasper II 8.2 8.0
Longfellow II 8.2 8.3
ABT-CHW-3 8.1 8.7
Aberdeen 8.0 8.3
ABT-CR-2 8.0 7.7
PICK FRC A-93 7.8 8.7
SR 5100 7.8 8.3
ABT-CHW-1 7.7 8.3
Intrigue 7.7 8.0
Inverness 7.7 6.3
Osprey 7.7 8.0
ACF 083 7.6 9.0
Ambassador 7.6 8.7
DGSC 94 7.6 7.0
Scaldis 7.6 7.7
Rose 7.5 8.3
SR 5210 7.5 8.0
SRX 3961 7.5 7.7
ASC 082 7.4 7.0
Chariot 7.4 8.3
PST-4FR 7.4 7.7
Reliant II 7.4 8.7
Shadow II 7.4 7.7
Silhouette 7.4 7.0
Teazure (E) 7.4 7.7
Wrigley 7.4 8.0
Bargena III 7.3 7.7
Com.Creep. Red 7.3 8.0
ABT-CHW-2 7.2 7.3
Culombra 7.2 6.7
Pathfinder 7.2 7.7
PICK FF A-97 7.2 7.0
Seabreeze 7.2 6.0
Shademaster II 7.2 8.0
ABT-HF-1 7.1 7.3
ASC 172 7.1 7.0
BAR SCF 8 FUS3 7.1 7.3
Magic 7.1 6.0
PST-4MB 7.1 7.7
Quatro 7.1 6.7
Salsa 7.1 8.0
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quality scores, was the fact that although summer 
patch symptoms were noted, they were only severe 
enough to negatively affect the scores of some of 
the lower-ranked varieties, including Dawson E+, 
Rescue 911, ABT-HF-3, ABT-HF-2, and PST-4HM. 
Again, since there are numerous varieties to choose 
from, these lower-ranked varieties could be easily 
avoided.
Low Fertility Maintenance—2002
Even after four seasons without receiving supple-
mental fertility or irrigation, remarkably there were 
still 24 varieties that scored 7.0 or higher in their 
quality ratings (Table 8). Statistically, however, 
it should be noted that all varieties with quality 
scores of 6.1 or higher were not different. Leaf spot 
symptoms were observed to be somewhat severe 
on all varieties during the heat of summer of 2002. 
However, typical of ﬁne fescues, which tend to excel 
during the cool days of spring and fall, they recovered 
to provide a high percentage with excellent quality 
ratings. Similarly, red thread symptoms were also 
observed with signiﬁcant degrees of severity dur-
ing a cool moist period during the growing season. 
It should be noted, however, that the variety most 
seriously affected by the red thread organism was 
Berkshire, which recovered sufﬁciently to register 
the second highest quality score in the test, indicat-
ing that this disease was not a particular problem 
during the 2002 growing season. 
High Fertility Maintenance—Four-Year Average, 
1999–2002
Over the four years of this study, 31 varieties 
maintained quality ratings of 7.0 and higher when 
maintained under a high fertility regimen (Table 9). 
Varieties with quality ratings of 7.2 and higher were 
not signiﬁcantly different from each other. They did 
differ in quality from all the lower-rated varieties, 
however. Eight of these highest-rated performers 
had quality ratings of 7.5 and above. Of these, ABT-
CHW-3 and Intrigue recorded genetic color values 
of 8.3 while Longfellow II obtained a color rating 
of 8.0. The remaining ﬁve varieties in this category 
recorded color rating no lower than 7.0. Of those 
varieties with quality ratings between 7.5 and 7.0, 
14 had genetic color scores of 8.0 or higher.
During the 1999 and 2000 growing seasons, 
brown patch symptoms were observed with varying 
severity. It should be noted that only those varieties 
with symptoms rated at 5.2 and below were consid-
ered signiﬁcantly different from the higher rated 
varieties. Those with scores of 5.3 and higher were 
not sufﬁciently severe to cause long-term damage 
or inﬂuence survival. For example, varieties with 
 Variety Quality1 Summer Patch2
Discovery 7.0 7.3
MB-63 7.0 6.7
Bridgeport 6.9 7.0
MB-82 6.9 6.0
Minotaur 6.9 6.3
BAR CHF 8 FUS2 6.8 6.0
Berkshire 6.8 6.7
Jamestown II 6.8 7.3
Sandpiper 6.8 7.3
Scaldis II 6.8 6.7
Shademark 6.8 8.3
Banner III 6.7 6.7
Brittany 6.7 5.7
Eureka II 6.7 6.3
Heron 6.7 6.0
Nordic (E) 6.7 6.0
Defiant 6.5 7.0
Attila E 6.4 5.3
Boreal 6.4 6.0
Dawson E+ 6.4 4.7
Hardtop 6.4 5.7
Tiffany 6.4 6.0
Oxford 6.3 5.7
Rescue 911 6.3 5.0
ASR 049 6.2 5.7
Bighorn 6.2 6.7
Stonehenge 6.2 5.7
ABT-HF-4 6.1 5.7
ABT-HF-3 6.0 5.0
ABT-HF-2 5.9 4.3
PST-4HM 5.8 4.7
SR 3200 5.8 5.7
SR 6000 5.2 5.7
1 Varieties that had quality ratings of 7.1 or higher were not 
significantly different.
2 Varieties with summer patch rating of 5.3 or higher were not 
significantly different.
Table 7.  Continued.
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Table 8. Turf quality ratings and summer patch evaluations for fineleaf fescue varieties maintained using low fertility 
inputs and evaluated monthly during the 2002 growing season. 
Variety Quality1 Leaf Spot2 Red Thread3
Cindy Lou 7.6 2.7 1.7
Berkshire 7.5 2.0 1.0
Culombra 7.5 2.3 1.7
PST-4MB 7.4 2.3 1.3
Salsa 7.4 1.7 2.3
ABT-CHW-3 7.3 2.3 2.7
ABT-CR-3 7.3 5.0 4.7
Ambassador 7.3 2.3 2.0
Bargena III 7.3 3.7 2.0
Intrigue 7.3 2.0 2.3
Longfellow II 7.3 3.0 2.0
Oxford 7.3 2.7 2.3
PICK FRC A-93 7.3 2.3 2.7
SR 5100 7.3 3.0 2.3
Teazure (E) 7.3 2.3 2.3
ABT-CR-2 7.2 2.7 3.3
Silhouette 7.2 2.3 2.0
SRX 52961 7.2 2.7 2.0
ABT-CHW-1 7.1 2.7 1.7
ACF 083 7.1 2.7 2.0
Florentine 7.1 3.3 2.3
PST-4FR 7.1 3.0 2.3
Jasper II 7.0 3.7 2.7
Pathfinder 7.0 2.7 3.0
ABT-CHW-2 6.9 3.3 2.3
BAR CHF 8 FUS2 6.9 2.7 2.7
Jamestown II 6.9 3.0 2.7
Minotaur 6.9 2.7 2.3
Quatro 6.9 3.0 2.0
Shademaster II 6.9 4.0 2.0
SR 5210 6.9 3.3 2.7
Stonehenge 6.9 3.0 1.7
Magic 6.8 3.0 1.7
MB-63 6.8 3.3 2.3
Brittany 6.7 2.7 3.3
DGSC 94 6.7 3.3 4.0
Heron 6.7 3.7 2.7
Inverness 6.7 4.0 2.7
Navigator 6.7 2.7 2.3
Shademark 6.7 2.7 2.7
Shadow II 6.7 3.0 2.3
ASC 082 6.6 3.3 2.3
Bridgeport 6.6 3.3 2.7
PICK FF A-97 6.6 3.3 2.7
SRX 3961 6.6 2.3 2.3
ASR 049 6.5 3.7 2.7
Nordic (E) 6.5 3.3 2.0
ABT-HF-3 6.4 3.0 3.0
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Variety Quality1 Leaf Spot2 Red Thread3
ABT-HF-4 6.4 4.0 3.0
Banner III 6.4 3.3 3.3
Chariot 6.4 3.3 2.7
Rose 6.4 4.0 3.3
Wrigley 6.4 3.3 3.3
Aberdeen 6.3 4.0 3.3
ABT-HF-1 6.3 3.7 2.7
Bighorn 6.3 4.0 3.0
Osprey 6.3 3.7 2.3
Sandpiper 6.3 3.3 3.3
SR 3200 6.3 3.7 2.3
Tiffany 6.3 3.7 3.0
ABT-HF-2 6.2 3.0 2.7
Attila E 6.2 3.3 2.3
Scaldis II 6.2 3.7 3.0
Seabreeze 6.2 4.0 3.0
MB-82 6.1 4.0 2.3
Discovery 6.0 4.0 2.7
Eureka II 6.0 3.7 1.7
Hardtop 6.0 3.3 3.0
SR 6000 6.0 4.0 2.7
Defiant 5.9 4.0 3.3
PST-4HM 5.9 4.7 2.7
Reliant II 5.8 4.0 3.0
Scaldis 5.8 4.3 3.3
ASC 172 5.7 4.3 3.7
Dawson E+ 5.7 4.7 3.3
Rescue 911 5.7 4.0 2.7
Com.Creep. Red 5.6 4.3 3.7
BAR SCF 8 FUS3 5.4 4.7 4.0
Boreal 5.2 5.7 4.0
1Varieties that had quality ratings of 6.1 or higher were not significantly different.
2Varieties did not differ in their leaf spot evaluations.
3Only Berkshire differed from the other varieties in its severity to red thread symptoms. 
Table 8.  Continued.
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Table 9.  Turfgrass quality, genetic color, and disease ratings for fineleaf fescue varieties grown under high fertility 
maintenance at the Littlefield Ornamentals Trial Gardens at the University of Maine. Means are the 
average of monthly ratings made from 1999 to 2002.
Rank Variety Quality1 Genetic Color2 Brown Patch3 Leaf Spot4 Summer Patch5
1 ABT-CR-3 7.8 7.7 7.0 4.7 8.7
2 Longfellow II 7.8 8.0 6.8 6.0 8.3
3 Florentine 7.7 7.3 6.3 5.3 7.7
4 ABT-CHW-3 7.6 8.3 6.5 6.7 8.7
5 Intrigue 7.6 8.3 6.8 7.0 8.0
6 Cindy Lou 7.5 7.7 6.7 5.7 9.0
7 Jasper II 7.5 7.7 6.5 5.7 8.0
8 SRX 52961 7.5 7.0 5.8 5.0 9.0
9 ABT-CR-2 7.4 8.0 5.8 5.7 7.7
10 Ambassador 7.4 8.3 7.7 7.3 8.7
11 Navigator 7.4 7.7 5.0 4.7 9.0
12 Shadow II 7.4 7.7 7.5 6.3 7.7
13 Silhouette 7.4 8.3 6.0 6.0 7.0
14 Aberdeen 7.3 7.3 6.3 5.7 8.3
15 ABT-CHW-2 7.3 8.0 5.8 7.0 7.3
16 Inverness 7.3 7.7 5.0 5.3 6.3
17 SR 5100 7.3 8.3 5.0 5.0 8.3
18 ABT-CHW-1 7.2 8.3 5.8 6.3 8.3
19 Banner III 7.2 8.0 7.2 7.3 6.7
20 Magic 7.2 8.3 6.2 4.7 6.0
21 PICK FRC A-93 7.2  8.0 5.0 6.0 8.7
22 BAR CHF 8 FUS2 7.1 8.0 5.3 6.3 6.0
23 DGSC 94 7.1 6.7 6.2 4.3 7.0
24 MB-63 7.1 7.7 5.5 6.7 6.7
25 Teazure (E) 7.1 7.0 6.7 5.7 7.7
26 ACF 083 7.0 8.0 5.5 5.3 9.0
27 Bargena III 7.0 7.7 6.3 5.0 7.7
28 Chariot 7.0 8.0 6.0 6.7 8.3
29 Eureka II 7.0 8.3 6.2 6.7 6.3
30 PST-4MB 7.0 8.3 6.8 6.3 7.7
31 Reliant II 7.0 7.7 6.7 6.7 8.7
32 Berkshire 6.9 7.3 6.3 7.3 6.7
33 Culombra 6.9 8.0 5.8 5.3 6.7
34 Jamestown II 6.9 7.7 5.5 5.0 7.3
35 Seabreeze 6.9 7.3 6.0 4.3 6.0
36 ABT-HF-1 6.8 7.7 5.8 8.3 7.3
37 BAR SCF 8 FUS3 6.8 8.3 5.5 5.7 7.3
38 Bridgeport 6.8 7.0 4.5 5.0 7.0
39 MB-82 6.8 7.7 5.7 7.7 6.0
40 PST-4FR 6.8 7.0 6.5 6.0 6.5
41 Scaldis 6.8 8.0 5.7 6.7 7.7
42 Tiffany 6.8 7.0 6.5 7.3 6.0
43 Wrigley 6.8 6.7 5.3 4.3 8.0
44 ASC 172 6.7 8.7 5.0 4.0 7.0
45 Osprey 6.7 7.3 5.0 6.0 8.0
46 Pathfinder 6.7 7.3 5.5 5.0 7.7
47 Shademaster II 6.7 7.7 6.2 5.7 8.0
48 ABT-HF-2 6.6 7.3 6.3 7.0 4.3
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Rank Variety Quality1 Genetic Color2 Brown Patch3 Leaf Spot4 Summer Patch5
49 ASC 082 6.6 6.7 5.0 4.3 7.0
50 Brittany 6.6 8.0 5.7 5.3 5.7
51 Discovery 6.6 7.0 5.5 7.7 7.3
52 Quatro 6.6 7.0 5.7 5.0 6.7
53 Salsa 6.6 5.3 5.7 4.7 8.0
54 Sandpiper 6.6 7.3 5.3 6.0 7.3
55 Scaldis II 6.6 8.0 7.7 6.7 6.7
56 SR 5210 6.6 7.3 4.5 4.0 8.0
57 Stonehenge 6.6 7.7 6.0 6.3 5.7
58 Hardtop 6.5 8.0 5.5 6.7 5.7
59 Heron 6.5 7.0 5.5 7.3 6.0
60 Nordic (E) 6.5 7.7 6.0 7.7 6.0
61 Rose 6.5 7.0 5.7 4.7 8.3
62 Shademark 6.5 6.7 5.5 3.0 8.3
63 SRX 3961 6.5 6.7 5.5 7.3 7.7
64 Minotaur 6.4 7.7 6.8 6.7 6.3
65 Oxford 6.4 7.7 6.2 7.0 5.7
66 ABT-HF-4 6.3 8.0 7.2 7.7 5.7
67 Attila E 6.3 7.3 6.8 7.3 5.3
68 Com. Creep. Red 6.3 5.0 3.0 2.7 8.0
69 Dawson E+ 6.3 7.0 3.5 3.3 4.7
70 Defiant 6.3 7.7 5.3 6.0 7.0
71 PICK FF A-97 6.3 8.0 5.8 7.7 7.0
72 ASR 049 6.2 7.7 5.0 6.0 5.7
73 Boreal 6.2 5.3 3.3 3.3 6.0
74 Rescue 911 6.2 8.3 5.8 7.7 5.0
75 ABT-HF-3 6.1 8.3 6.3 7.0 5.0
76 PST-4HM 6.1 7.7 5.8 6.0 4.7
77 SR 3200 6.0 8.7 6.2 5.3 5.7
78 Bighorn 5.9 8.7 6.2 5.7 6.7
79 SR 6000 4.8 6.3 3.5 3.7 5.7
1The first 21 varieties did not differ significantly in turf quality.
2Varieties with color ratings of 7.7 or higher were not significantly different.
3Varieties with brown patch symptoms of 5.3 or higher in 1999-2000 were not significantly different.
4Varieties with leaf spot symptoms of 6.3 or higher in 1999 were not significantly different.
5Varieties with summer patch symptoms of 5.3 or higher in 2002 were not significantly different.
Table 9.  Continued.
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the highest quality ratings such as, ABT-CR-3, 
Ambassador, Shadow II, and Banner III all had 
brown patch rating over 7.0 indicating minimal 
impact of this organism. Leaf spot was a problem 
only in the 1999 growing season. In that season, six 
of the varieties with quality ratings over 7.2 had leaf 
spot ratings of 6.3 and above, indicating that little 
long-term damage was inﬂicted on these selections. 
In 2002, summer patch was observed and evaluated. 
However, none of the top 21 varieties showed sum-
mer patch symptoms of sufﬁcient severity to have 
inﬂuenced turf quality for that growing season.
Low Fertility Maintenance—Four-Year  
Average, 1999–2002
Although they received neither fertilizer ap-
plications nor supplemental irrigation during the 
test=s four-year duration, 24 of the varieties in this 
low maintenance test produced quality scores of 
7.0 and above (Table 10). This observation would 
certainly conﬁrm that the ﬁne fescues are the spe-
cies of choice for turf managers looking for a grass 
species requiring low fertility maintenance. Remark-
ably, 16 of these highest-rated varieties maintained 
genetic color ratings of 8.0 or higher during this 
four-year period. The three top-rated selections, 
which included ABT-CHW-3, Berkshire, and ABT-
CHW-1, maintained quality ratings of 7.6, 7.4, and 
7.3, respectively. All three had color ratings over 8.0 
with ABT-CHW-3 scoring an 8.3.
In the case of the leaf spot organism, symptoms 
were observed and evaluated during the 1999 and 
2002 seasons. What is noteworthy is that under this 
low fertility regimen, no signiﬁcant differences were 
observed between varieties in their reaction to the 
leaf spot disease organism. It would appear that 
under low nitrogen fertilization, ﬁne fescues are 
less negatively affected by this organism. The minor 
damage that occurred did not have any long-term 
effects on the ultimate growth and survival of these 
fescue selections under these growing conditions. 
Brown patch symptoms were evaluated during the 
1999 and 2000 seasons. Of the 79 varieties in the 
test, only 15 showed disease symptoms that were 
signiﬁcantly worse that the others; again indicating 
that these ﬁne fescues appeared to be more toler-
ant of this disease organism when grown under 
low nitrogen and low soil moisture conditions. Red 
thread symptoms were observed during three of 
the four growing seasons (2000–2002) of the test. 
Since the organism was more prevalent in this low 
fertility test, plant nutrition appeared to have a 
deﬁnite effect of the organism=s ability to persist. 
Because there were no signiﬁcant varietal differ-
ences in susceptibility to this organism in any of 
the years noted, we concluded that red thread was 
not a serious threat to the survival of any of those 
varieties grown in this low fertility test. 
CONCLUSIONS
Based upon the results of these studies, there 
are a number of ﬁne fescue varieties available that 
will perform extremely well under Maine conditions. 
What is remarkable is that 11 of the top-perform-
ing varieties for the four years in the high fertil-
ity study were also present in the top-performing 
group in the low fertility study, a study where plots 
received no supplemental fertility nor irrigation 
for the four years following establishment. These 
top-ranked varieties will perform nearly as well as 
Kentucky bluegrass and will be more economical 
to maintain. They will also provide much better 
long-term performance than will perennial ryegrass. 
The varieties represented here showed excellent 
persistence, especially when one considers their 
performance under the low maintenance conditions 
imposed. They also showed excellent tolerance to 
winter conditions, whether snow covered or exposed 
to deep frost penetration. No losses attributable to 
winter injury were observed.
The number of ﬁneleaf fescue varieties that 
performed well in these tests indicates that there 
are numerous choices available to turfgrass manag-
ers in the state of Maine. Top performers identiﬁed 
in this study should be sought when considering a 
seeding project, as they should perform well in the 
situations encountered by turf managers in Maine. 
Since some of these varieties have not yet been 
named and released into the turf trade, turfgrass 
managers must inquire as to the commercial avail-
ability of a desirable variety. 
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Table 10. Turfgrass quality, genetic color, and disease ratings for fineleaf fescue varieties grown under low fertility 
maintenance at the Littlefield Ornamental Trial Gardens at the University of Maine. Means are the 
average of monthly ratings made from 1999 to 2002.
Rank Variety Quality1 Color2 Leaf Spot3 Brown Patch4 Red Thread5
1 ABT-CHW-3 7.6 8.3 8.2 6.3 7.4
2 Berkshire 7.4 8.0 8.2 6.5 7.9
3 ABT-CHW-1 7.3 8.0 7.0 5.7 7.9
4 Cindy Lou 7.3 7.7 7.5 5.8 8.1
5 Culombra 7.3 8.3 8.3 5.5 7.4
6 Longfellow II 7.3 7.3 7.7 7.3 7.5
7 PST-4FR 7.3 8.3 7.3 6.8 7.5
8 PST-4MB 7.3 8.7 8.0 6.0 7.9
9 SRX 52961 7.3 7.7 7.7 6.8 7.9
10 Ambassador 7.2 8.3 8.3 5.7 7.8
11 Intrigue 7.2 8.0 8.2 5.7 7.2
12 Oxford 7.2 8.7 8.2 6.5 7.9
13 Bargena III 7.1 7.3 7.3 6.2 7.7
14 Florentine 7.1 7.3 8.2 5.7 8.4
15 PICK FRC A-93 7.1 8.0 8.7 6.2 7.4
16 Salsa 7.1 6.3 8.3 6.3 7.4
17 ABT-CHW-2 7.0 8.0 8.0 7.8 7.3
18 ABT-CR-2 7.0 8.3 7.2 5.5 7.0
19 ABT-CR-3 7.0 8.0 7.3 5.3 7.6
20 BAR CHF 8 FUS2 7.0 8.0 8.3 5.8 7.8
21 Pathfinder 7.0 7.7 7.5 5.2 7.5
22 Silhouette 7.0 8.0 8.2 5.0 7.1
23 SR 5100 7.0 8.0 8.2 4.8 7.5
24 Teazure (E) 7.0 7.0 8.0 5.2 7.6
25 ACF 083 6.9 7.7 7.7 4.0 7.4
26 Minotaur 6.9 8.0 7.0 6.2 8.5
27 ABT-HF-4 6.8 7.3 7.7 4.8 8.4
28 Banner III 6.8 7.7 7.5 5.0 7.4
29 Heron 6.8 7.3 7.5 5.8 7.5
30 Jamestown II 6.8 7.7 8.0 3.5 7.2
31 MB-63 6.8 7.7 6.7 4.7 6.4
32 Navigator 6.8 7.7 8.0 5.7 7.6
33 ABT-HF-2 6.7 7.7 8.2 5.5 7.8
34 Brittany 6.7 8.3 7.7 6.0 7.5
35 Inverness 6.7 7.7 7.8 5.5 7.6
36 Jasper II 6.7 7.7 8.3 5.7 7.8
37 Magic 6.7 7.7 7.3 5.3 7.0
38 PICK FF A-97 6.7 7.7 7.2 6.3 8.2
39 SRX 3961 6.7 8.0 7.3 6.0 8.2
40 Stonehenge 6.7 7.7 7.7 5.8 7.7
41 ABT-HF-1 6.6 7.0 8.7 6.5 8.0
42 Bighorn 6.6 8.3 6.8 6.3 8.1
43 Bridgeport 6.6 7.7 8.0 5.0 8.1
44 Shademaster II 6.6 8.0 6.5 5.5 7.5
45 Tiffany 6.6 8.0 8.5 4.7 7.5
46 Attila E 6.5 7.7 7.0 5.7 7.6
47 Chariot 6.5 7.3 8.0 6.5 7.7
48 Defiant 6.5 7.3 7.8 5.8 7.7
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Rank Variety Quality1 Color2 Leaf Spot3 Brown Patch4 Red Thread5
49 DGSC 94 6.5 7.7 7.7 5.0 7.3
50 Nordic (E) 6.5 7.3 7.8 5.0 7.9
51 Quatro 6.5 8.0 8.0 5.2 8.2
52 Rose 6.5 7.7 7.0 5.2 6.9
53 Seabreeze 6.5 7.3 8.0 5.3 7.2
54 Shadow II 6.5 8.0 8.0 3.7 6.5
55 Wrigley 6.5 7.3 7.5 3.8 6.3
56 ABT-HF-3 6.4 7.3 7.7 6.2 8.1
57 ASC 082 6.4 7.7 6.2 3.7 7.5
58 Eureka II 6.4 7.3 6.2 6.3 8.1
59 Osprey 6.4 7.7 8.0 4.5 7.9
60 Reliant II 6.4 7.7 7.3 5.8 7.3
61 SR 5210 6.4 7.7 6.3 4.3 7.1
62 Aberdeen 6.3 7.3 6.7 4.3 7.4
63 ASR 049 6.3 8.0 8.2 4.5 7.7
64 Discovery 6.3 7.3 7.8 5.7 7.6
65 MB-82 6.3 7.7 8.2 5.5 6.8
66 PST-4HM 6.3 8.0 7.5 6.0 8.1
67 Sandpiper 6.3 7.3 8.0 4.5 7.3
68 Shademark 6.3 7.3 6.0 5.0 6.4
69 SR 3200 6.3 8.0 8.0 5.5 8.1
70 Hardtop 6.2 7.7 8.0 5.8 7.1
71 Scaldis II 6.2 8.0 7.5 5.3 7.6
72 Scaldis 6.1 7.7 8.5 5.0 7.6
73 ASC 172 6.0 8.3 5.5 5.0 7.4
74 Rescue 911 6.0 8.0 7.8 5.7 7.6
75 BAR SCF 8 FUS3 5.8 7.3 8.2 4.3 7.7
76 Dawson E+ 5.6 7.3 6.3 3.2 7.7
77 Com. Creep. Red 5.5 6.7 5.7 2.7 6.8
78 Boreal 5.4 6.3 5.2 4.2 7.1
79 SR 6000 5.2 7.0 5.5 3.3 7.0
1Varieties with quality ratings of 7.0 or higher were not significantly different.
2Varieties with genetic color ratings of 7.3 or higher were not significantly different.
3Varieties shown did not differ in their reaction to leaf spot during the 1999 and 2002 seasons.
4Varieties with brown patch ratings of 4.7 or higher were not significantly different for 1999–2000.
5Varieties shown did not differ in their reaction to red thread during 2000, 2001 and 2002.
Table 10.  Continued.
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